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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Adedeji 
et al. 6,486,244 or Adedeji et al. 6,258,879. 

3. Adedeji et al. ( £ 244) disclose PPE and organophosphate in claim 1 , tapered block 
copolymers in column 3, lines 30-63, different phosphates from column 4, line 43 to 
column 5, line 67, impact modifiers in column 4, lines 8-42, PPE molecular weights in 
column 3, lines19-29. For the ratio of PPE, HIPS and phosphate see column 6, lines 
31-35. The contents of Adedeji et al. ('879) are similar. Applicants' claims are not 
novel. The transparency and the flame retardance are inherent in the composition. 

4. Claims 1-25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b or e) as being 
anticipated by Burnell et al. 6,165,309 or General Electric EP 0 124 916, with Adedeji et 
al. 6,274,670 used as a teaching reference. 

5. Burnell et al. teach PPE and vinyl aromatic copolymer in claim 1 , phosphates in 
claim 4, impact modifiers in column 7, lines 33-50 and polystyrene and tapered block 
copolymers in column 8, lines 20-26. Concentrations are shown in column 9, lines 



Application/Control Number: 10/064,262 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1714 

45-49. General Electric recites PPE, block copolymer, polystyrene, impact modifier and 
phosphates in claim 1 and tapered block copolymers on page 4, line 18. Applicants' 
claims are not novel. The transparency and the flame retardance are inherent in the 
composition. Adedeji et al. ('670) proves in claims 6 and 16 that mineral oil, especially 
in the concentration of 2 parts, does not affect the transparency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burnell et al. 6,165,309 or General Electric EP 0 124 916, in view of Hellstern-Burnell et 
al., further in view of Adedeji et al. 6,165,309. 

8. All references have been discussed already. The fillers are optional additives. A 
reference is not limited to its preferred embodiment or Illustrative Examples. The 
transparency and the flame retardance are inherent in the composition. The rejections 
are maintained. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 1/27/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Burnell et al., in claim 4, claim PPE, styrenic copolymer and phosphate 
flame retardant. There is no filler in the composition claimed by said claim 4. A 
reference can claim both transparent and opaque compositions. Applicants 1 claim 17 
claims fillers and colorants, proving that the presence of these ingredients does not 
necessarily interfere with transparency. Claim 1 of General Electric does not claim 
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fillers. Claims 6 and 16 of Adedeji et al. ('670) prove that mineral oil does not interfere 
with transparency. Hellstern-Burnell et al. is cited only to show the obviousness of the 
claimed molecular weight. The transparency and flame retardance are inherent in the 
composition. The rejections are maintained. The burden is shifted to applicants' to 
prove that the unfilled compositions of the cited references do not meet the required 
transparency standard, while the filled composition of applicants' does meet them. 
10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter Szekely whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1124. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 a.m. -5:30 p.m. Tuesday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vasu Jagannathan can be reached on (571) 272-1 119. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). \ /) 




Peter Szekely 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1714 
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